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WTrET ITlfWFI TJTf^RI TTcTR TO W? ‘xxq.f^. qy 
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WJctT ^TO €lWT‘ff/ 2 / 98 -^Jl€t 


^ 3 eTT WT ^JRT (^M) 


3l!cjq<l> 


3 fT^T 

(x^, 2000 ^ 12 cf f^f Trf^cT 1 % 7 TT W) 

71? ETEcTT ^5oTT qrFT mm $ offtf $ fe!\x faw|ii| ywR 

$ fXT: £ TRET A qj?oTT TcR mm ^ SE? 3 Tf#-T TT 4 ®d t I 

2 . ? 7 T ^ "tttT.XxH. ^uRI^T’ offer £ f^TOT 5 NR 3 >T Zfmf 

fix 30 W3T,98 q?^ ^ 3TT^?r qiftcT fcflTJT Sir I 3fT^T £ 3TfTTTC txxT.fof IJTvifSnfr 3> feRx 

f%TTq Ml qq cT^tq xfmt fen? 30 ’frfcRTcT 3§t If? $ Tim qfrT WST 7JT UTR* ^FT ^ felf 
2800/-WX (66.18 IglefT) fttrfftfl eft eft | 
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3 . ^ wr q? ara gqftqre tr% qq oigrM f^qr t #? fqRRT ote qfcr 

sfcT 2Tf ^FT q> feT? 4700/- wi (223.72 sisrc) Mfel ^ feE? q^FT t I 

v3e#Jf f^RT W I % qq£ <3<facff flR\TT4 3 f^qf&feel fH^Tef q$ f^ ! ? q*? «t :- 

(i) enft T jjfr q? 3 tr cpf q? 12 qfvraci c£f ^w. 10.50 qftiw q| % \ 

(li) (qnM iht) 3tw^ sit qtfqrq q^fci t> aifer? ?i€r rnr ^ fen? 30 qfcRET 

nftige £ qgef qR^feid qqRf $ so yfcrera ^ q^ f | ^randt qftq>eTq 
RPR q? 60 gfeRld 35T q>R^ WZ TUT ap { STeiRT, 1991 ^ TEES# 
f^Tjffr&ff 3> 3EJTTR 100/-W? = 4.76 TnrMf ^TeR (30 ^,91 '<& S^TTR) 
WI cfcfaiq qf^cf'I '<R q? f^TR f^RT W 9q I 

(iii) (i) afr? (ii) 3 girn? qq q> qr-Ri qq.qcr. E ? w=qft q?f qq qfiq ^ 
qrqew qcnft iff srqerr qref aqqqi if qqf qf qgq qrq tq# =4f s ‘$qRf qq> ^rtfir^ 
f&ifei ^qr ?fdt % ftf> vj-ccicR sqm qicf q>rqe q$f chert q>q qfqcrr qr^ qqqq % qqr 

t i 

(iv) qqfeicf q^fcr argqnq, qfiq ^ qq.qcr Tjqorqil'f ^ fen? qfcr rz\ qr qq# qrq <& 
f^n? 4700/-W? (223.72 aiqffaft SToR) & 3T=tfrPH q? qqjeT 3>t t 3fr? feoff 3>T 

q^gnrc TTHufraq afk feqsfq sr feqr qqr I i qfq t?#?} ^ $\ anfe qcnfeqf qf 

TIM T3Tcf q^f cR? f^HTET #>> I 

4. qpqiq q5f qirf^ ^iq & anvinr qr ^ fq^feif^q g^qf q>> w qq 

3Ffter tor qqr «n :- 

Ci) wq^f.98 Tf onqff^RT qq4?ir<qr (^qq^’r §m eqqrferi) q oppnq qq f^?uPn&r 

^ f^wg- f^rqq qr qjf 30 ojq, 9 i q^f qqfefH aiqqn? qfi-f qq qqr°T ^TIT 

qftqcfq qT^f^rqq qr ^ si^r f^rr ^tfit ^t i 

(ii) wfeqRR arjqfqq ^ f%qi qfci qqr qi ^swo qiq q> f?n? 47oo/~T>in? q>i 

q^dlf^q f%rrqi smR qn^I $ q^iYoy j 

qqq ^ an^ ^ f^FqfeifevT f^n? t :- 

f^rff qRq#q qr q^r aiqqn? qq^ w fen? q?f^ f^?fq fq^n^zr qff t i 

qqq ^ qrqif^r ttr m yqRf qff anrfcrq q^eff qft t, qqff% prt qiq qf qr^r ; 
q^jei qRprr T=hrq q#f ^ht i cisqpr, atfeW f^?i anft ffqR f^n? qn^f t i ^tt f^d 
A SHfcPT #? qr qrf q5f qrjeff ^ f£n? €n?i?Fn5f qq ai^nfqn' SM f^RT TRi 
SIT | 

(iii) qpfiff^T qr q ?f^ q? qq qq^R qff xfcrrsft off tqq? qff rit on Trarm i 

6 - HZ TRrfiq ^q qR qrf^fl' q?f fcPqfaqj ^ f^n? qf^qffelcT f^MT W sn? qqT (^)^TRf 

qf.qq. qq^fr qnrfr; {^s) %Rf v^fq# ftrftiq; (q) siedil^q? fliWq qr^q feiPfisJ, «flr 
(q) %RT ffeqq ajfqcr ^mif^Tq feT^q \ ^qq ^pri ^qq arrqq qqrqf^rq ^f w)sq>'i 
qrq?f qrf^ff % fcqfaqf qrqr ft qf «ff i 


Ci) 

Oi) 
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7. TTferflSlT Tl 7171 feqfefe 77 TTTTT?! fem w % :~ 

jfag arera tfeT? feffh s r gfe feftfeg 

47CG/--T7RT yfrf 7RT qST 77 WWtfecT 7#f § | rT» -31T71»77>ci! 71 3T^T7 gjfR fetfl ftsjfe 
fe •3f ; 77 7777 T&ll4)i! fe? 77 Olfe ^ rfsft 77 3Wfcf W?f7T % HR 313T7T cT£ % T f g T vjf 
^ 13,000 /-WJ 77 ^TcTR 77? f j ?4 fe WT *fe cT7> TRW 

fecRTT t I 7cR 50 Stcmc! ^hf-fefFT 5RR 7?T sft TTJcfr TRcTT t | 

%7t vflteT ti fefen 

(j) f7pR7 77 21 /—'7*11? = i SRpffet ^TcT? t j 7#RFT f%fe*RT 77 % 4ft 

sifeT? t s 3prfe 'XFprrc, ferwr tjtr cRTrt 10.000 /-ttrj yfcr tfer ufr fe 

7|cT 2-lfef. t I TTfe OfcITTT. 7?f7 50 «fesid W7 yft Slfefefrf TTJcft 4ft 

777 WT t i 

C») OnvfeW cfe? 77*777 wm TFcT 3ifep f | ft 3^$ i 0 TtaTTcl ^ 3lfe6 Tftf fe* 

7f#7 j 

(iii) rfe^J WRR <fe 30 yfefTcT 4A 37 ftft 7? gft 60 yfcRJd 7?l 3TfeR7rT JWTC TgcT 
5ifsJ7> ^ | 

(IV) 4700/-WJ V T fa tici 7ft 77 dTftvPTcf t | 7%. SffMi ST5R 77 3 fefetfd TTc^ 

feftRi 77 m ansnftn mi tnfej | 

fet*i CT# t rg T ^tfe 

Cl) r £dFlcf TfFTcT 7RSRT7? 60 Tfemi W-ft 7ft gfe 7> ^ 3IRR 7ft ufel 

6t?*?W §T?T TR75T7T fe?ITfeft?ft 77 feTR 77?^ |7? 7ft Tffet 7lt%^ i 

(ii) 77H 77 yrjfecT fftfm 77 3W7Fft Rife? | vTfe^fftd y?J77> “<£ 3RfT4T gcT-$7> 
m 7ft tf!-^7 3I--7 27t ~<£ fev 50 yfcRR ^tx-feHT SFfR ^ q?{ #Tcf ^ I TR-feRl 
y-RRt 77 SRWR ^ Tff t | 

e. feM ^r feRfefecT g^fe 77 77^T77Rt/feyfefe ^ Tim fermr yrn^r (yrcnfecr) 

yfe^PR ^ fcR 3I l Hl4 ^ TTPTcfl «f>T «?fT7T 57^7 7577 77 3pg7t0T femf J RI 8JT — 

(i) wm t> <£ fek ! so yfe?Trr ferwr otr nyfe 7> tttr i 

(ii) 3fRlfel7> W?X 7 <^517 WTt, TTcRT^l ofi7 TTRl 7311 yfel ife TTHTTm 

yTfTTffe^ TTFTfe 77 yfeW TfeirfecT 757?T ^ 3miT7 i 

(iii) ^crTFT cTPHTcT 77 gc^T^RT 77 fe7T7 757^ 77 75T77T I 

(iv) 3J7 tpURf. TJTTRfft 77 77p7i T^pfl 7T7 fesrffel «67cf TRW 7^ 1996 3ft7 1991 

p WT $ 317^577 TP 7717 y?r ?nfec=T TR^T 77 3ftfer7 I 
37fe 7RI7 4 3 femfcffecT TT^^tTRR 77^7 fe7 t : ~ 

Cl) feM ^ 7177 ferft 7777 7T 4fel 7|f feTT t I 50 7fe?17 77 %-^RT 77R 3IcRT 
^ TTJcT feTT 77 T7T t, cITfe TTTcR ^ «flTH' 7777 77 TTef fetfefe 7T 77^ 
7T7T 77 -77 I 


9. 
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(ii) AART ftr Wei AeRtH AAlft ft EtoeFT ft Altocf TREAT gTTT (Agftfftr 

5HFI AT 3TFSJTftcS t, foRi*} TREAT A ATRft 3?R TftETRT eMT ^ER, cjftftATT 3?R 
^AftvSI ERjft eft ETFET A? <gfs AfeRfRf AT Eft ETJpi EFft EE frq?T fcET f [ 
ftftft ^ ERefto SEA ft 3FFTR AT 15 AlcRRl ART EET t | AETeFT eEE ft 

AlcTOcT ft *>A 4 AW ft? TIFTFE AAfTTto ofFTeT efWT 20 AfrPfR ftft 

f fttT fftTTET SRR f^mtftq ERc TRE ERF AT cTggTTR tftER fftET AAT t I AETeR 
ft EpT efFFo ft AfcRTcl ft TIE 3 TATAR r ft cTFR oTWT 37 Afrf?R taft t #? 
ARTTAR fuft E?E E>T TTEFTT t, EE f^tef cTT^ ERef gi? cTET efFTeT SEET^cT ATJcEj 
ft ATTAR AT A?fq5RT AHTTt ft ETJoft ERft ATT TREAT EA TRR f^A t I E T ^TTR , 
ftftft A ?TT AT 20 AtcfTTcf ft ET AT feRTR fftET t | 

(lii) ftft?f ^ Ai^TTAfTTAT AfeReTFR oiFTcf AT Elft Eflft t 3?R |TT AfcRejTAA efPTcT EA 
AlfclRArT 5 JEA^TTT efTA> ^ TJEEAEj ^ ART ft 3WR AT ftftft ft 

ft^T A TflfteT fftET ETTeTT t I W?l3TRT?i ft ft fftniftlftft #T ^Rninft ART 

3 Tift f^TTTf^?ff ^ ^ v3eftn ft AEJETR ATJoft ft AftEFeFT ft fen? aIcRATAA 
ETTAcT AT fftER fftET ATRT Alf^f i cTggTfR, AftTTAfe) ft 3TTET ft fftT ft oTRef AT 
^EA^TTT cfor? fftETT %AT AiRI RT?^f^cT t I 

(lV) ft 1996 affc 1991 ^ §<? T>A«? ^ ATA^EAA ^ AATA ^T Tllftef ^RT ^ ^?sA 
^TTA T5AA ^ AY AR AT TR^ER ^ AATA A>T f^i AT^ ARAT CflfR ^TTAR Alt ETRAA^ 
AART f I A4 1996 <£ 3TA^EAA AA f^ARl4T A>T^ A5 feP? TREAT ^ STJAtAA AT 
TRR'r 60 AfvTTRT ufTST AAT t 3?R 60 AfeTTRT EfllR £ ATA fA AATTt ^T 30 
^T,1991 ^ 3EJTTR STER ATt ^ ^Ff: A^efttfeT f^AT wt I ¥ Af^A?fA ARcT 
TREAT ART 1991 ^ ETT^ ~£ 31RR AT f^AT AAT f | HE if ETA^EtT ^ 

ETETTAT 1%T?T 3RT AT AT f^ATT ERH E? feEj TTTEAT % E>T^ ATJ f^TTlf^ET ATAT A^t 

I^rt i 

10 ?TT AReT E^ ETTA-ASenEr ^ ^RR T^fpRT TATE TJEAT ^ TTA4 # f^ R f etf^A 

faETTRf ^RTE>T TTTA^r 3TR t : - 

(i) ^ gET ATEfTE ^ EFff || ^ AT 3TTE (35R3f|#4) gTTT gETE?T 10.5 

AfeRTtT ^ aTTET ETf^t ETt TTlf^fET cR% gif 16.5 AfrRTcT off A^ eft I ATTFT 

TREAT ^ WP\ AT «AEA 3?tT ARf 6 TlfcRM (ATAT^ STARFfT, AfcR®TFFT 3?R SfgrSRT 
Af^T ^ feF? 3 AfeRTeT ART f^E5RT, ^AAfTT 3?k 3Tigf^E^ERA f^T ^3 AfeRTeT) 
^ ETTE7 3TR3TR^ E>f STgAfeT qETT t | ARET TREAT ^ ETA AT «ETAT EtT EefAFT AT 
13.5 AfeRTeT t 3fR ETc^fTTR 19.5 AfcITET $ 3TR3?[T?[f <ft 3T^Rfct t I A^AR 
ATAETT f^W,1998 ^ TRTTER ^ TTE%T t 3?R 3R AtFT % EfA^t gfe to 

ER oft t 3ftT 12 AftoT eft oEfToT AT EA ATTTTA fto t, ^ Tf feP? 18 AfeRTef (12 
A%TTcT + 6 ufeRR) E> 3TR3Mf eft 3?gAlcr ft ATlft t | 

(ii) ftrto ftftft gTTT totrf %qr aat t fft fftrraT AArft ea AtoERr ERft ft fen? 

f^nf^to EleTT AFTE> AAA ATTeT TRE?R gRT Afift fto AAT t,Eg ftEET ftfto 
TtAT^T ft AATTf ^T PIaIt u I ERft ft TTA^ ^ t 1 FRPfSf, ftftft Aeflf^A MAS ft 
len? ft fftTlET AAR MfteT EFF* ft f^T? Aft AAA ft 3TAAft ft feP? ^ ^ I 
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Lli 

rfrrt moi ft am-wcPT snrfR ctftctT ftt fftift fftftq 5rfcm?r m <t^rs q£f f^rr 
wt I ft<M ft vJorly fftiTT t fft unrfft cTFTcT ftt yfftRlclcTl <7pmfact> SRST 
sffR m fftRR wti |r fftweft ^ t i ftfttet ft qfcRicr sri^gt ft fti# 

fft?? t. to rr ^prft ft 3 W^ srrftRr onft §?? stir*? ft fam 
fftHT sir | ?ft ftsft fR, UcfaFT PFTft ft ftf 3PTfR RPI ftf <7# afct ^ TcT c lT 3Wcf 11 

(iii) oTFTcT amifftcf MfRef 3Rft rppt ?q RfftReim Rpm stptr ft? ftcfer 

ftfft?rfft<7> *$o*T RR ^T^RT 3fR tjftPTrf eTFRT *R fcRTR | RfH RTTftf ft 

f^m RTdT?3>R Rft g5R ft*5T 3to}fM ft RTTO ?RT& ft ?R7 ffeftlVI ftt 
ftwftRT ftt «ft, cjftffft IRTTcft ‘WfrTWl'H efFTcT 3T1STR ^R'^T^RT ft qfRcFFH 
ftf aPT-Tlft ft feJR 3Pft cTR> ^ &7R ftt R# sft | ?ft ft^sft §R 3&R 3RT Rffftf 
ft SRJeftf ft RRTlSFT ft fcTR ?RT RTfeW’l' 5RT 3N^ ^ RTTRIRT R^fcT ft 3FJRTR 
RcfaH RFTef ft ftt ?*T ftcTcT ftfcTflto tR SfMfrcT ^TJcT eFFRT #? TJ^TRT 
ftt SPJRfcT ftft t I 

(iv) W«f 1996 3fR 1991 ft gR R*TR ft 3T^e5FT ft JPTfflt ftf TTlfftcT RRft ft ftfttff ft clft 

Rft<T>rft R^f t I W& 5TTte?R ftf 17? IjfedfecT fMcT R^f t fft 3TFR ftt ^ 

trRWTfrR) 3TSRT ^7# ^ iTPTc^ $ 5T?Jc^ ^5T ^IcR cR if tff^f^ 5xffefcr 

^ tR ansnftcf ?Rt i er^^T?, cr^ft if ^ f^?Rn 5 rr 3tt^?t 

cf?r 3Tsrf?T 30 W^T.1998 ^f5Y IT^rf^cf f^rRST oTT^ ^cT ^TPT?Sf?r ^TeR 

iJeWf if qRcffcfcf %2TT uTTW | IT? % f^> TR.tJer. ^5RT^f ^RTT 

oTfW t, fvRT^ fcH? f^RRTT 5RR wf^RT c^ 30 ^RRR,1998 ^ 3TT^?T ^RT q?oft «TR 

Wfer %ut w «rr i 

(v) ^ ^Tf*N> IRJ# eTPR 7,77,601 /-WJ ^ TT#facT 8,85,051 /~W? ^R 
t I Wrff^cT cfFRT ^ fen? ^ ^RRT f^IT W £ I xjfo ( W Tf g r <1>?0| ^ 

30 W^R.98 ^ 3FT^?T ^T RT^teTT ^R% ^ feR ^5t^t '<& 3lR Rr 3T^#T t, sJflfcP? 
^T Rnftsr PPfoff if wf^RT IRT R , TTcfR 3nRm? viTT^ cfl^ WTcff if 

5llRr4>RI gRT ePTTcfR 3TWt? uTT^ ^ <jfecf>RT ^ ST^’HR ^el 30 W3R98 ^ 
3T5^TR ^FfW cTSzff/3TTWf ^R f\ f^TR f%HT ST^qcft crfRlf Rf RT^ffSTcT 

Tpft 'gwwfr/^rWf ^rt^rw ph ^r ot? f^m w t i ct^ttr, ^t rpt 

-ft ^ Tfv^t cTRcT TR toR ftRTT W t I 

(Vi) ^ 'dwf'ia f^TT % f^RFTT TPTRf ^T 50 TlfcRlc! f^FR uf rf ^f ^ WT if 

if?~4fMT TPfR ^ RP7 if cj^d f^n? vjfT R% cllR> TTWoFT ^ ^RH 5FRC ^T ?f^ 
^TeT flf^FT vifrf^Rt RR ^ RRTT «TT Rf^ I U? ^ RTTPRI 5fSTT t f^ 4far cTT^TcT 
1 7fRWrT $ PR7 i> ifcTRRT ^ TR if eft uTTcft t 3?R ^ f^r spgn^H 

«^d cfFTcf ft RTlf^d vJTTcft % I "<£RT$ RRcff if, 4)^1 eTFTcT f^RRTT TPTR if RTlfftcT 
Rft viTpft ^Tf^t? 3ftR frRiqT WR £ SfcRTcT RR ft STePT RPTI^ uTlftt ^if^? | 

^5eTT RRR R7RT (^M) ft RRRftT% cfPTcT m RT^ft fft? fft^T ftR-4ftTT 
5RR fftRWT TPTRf ^ sfrRTeT ^ Rj^ ft fft^fRcT 1TR f^R f | ft TT^feTW ?RT 
?RT mfftWR ft ST^eT RRTT t I cTSTlfft, U? HHft fR % H? URTeft efft 
RPPT ft TT^ePf ft R^t t, IT? 5Tlfft^RT ^TT?WT t f^ TT^dbf ft i^fft 3PTft 3TR 
RRlfSRi ft RPW ?RT W ftt ^R ft, fftRT RPW ft qp? uTTft enft fft# 3pq 

ffeftRT RR fft^TR 3R Rift | 




6 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA ■ EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part ill—S ec. 4] 


(vii) P fP-TcR SPRTi cira STTE cjERI # E^TcR STEcTT cJT^ s 6 T>E ^ 4 PI c-flTcf 

^ TRW-T TFInl t i IScRWcT:, ^HT cIHcR t % f^PTfcT 

30 vj£?,1991 RT[ 5rafed faPtTO ETt ^ 3 ^IcRt *T ff*RRI TO fterfftcT 3R% 

'<£ fcR WT "TRT £RT 3[tRT^ TT^ 3R#J>p! W cf> ^R°I t | 30 ^H,1991 

«TR 3fRH PT? *P?T t^PRTf 3>T $ 3Sf%?H 3?T cff?DS 

<FT cfr 3T^7IR f^RRTT OTRt <£[ 3PF&<& ^TER ^ cfRHT H1%T SR | 

f^FTfc? ^5t ^ <fR^ <& IcP? W# i> SP^TR 3RJ 

T<Tlf^r 3>RE f> uV? f^EjfftcI f^RPTT ItTRRt TT%E aft? TT?TtER cfRHT HTf^ | 

11. PfMHcf:* vJTR OP ^iWi 3^7 Wm QTPT f^* uf]^ $ 3HHR T7 W- Pfl^cJROT 

WW ^J^'4T& #> f^RRIT SPTR 8 f^fHR,1998 ^ ^yRRI $ Pfrl HET RT ETF& TFT <£ ftp? 
2863/-WJ ^ feff&T TWdi | | 1 3RP&& <?T6R = 42.31 W? W>\ cTF£ 4Rd fKJ {WV 

Wl^cJRR £ ^ET 3[T^?f 3?T dlflW 3Ri1?[ 30 HcRR,98 3ppTR) 3FF&c}?r ^STcR 4 f^RTHT 5TCR 67.67 
3W&A E!oR J?f’TI S cT^fa HTcfi £ fefXT qv 30 ylcRTd <£\ DE | 

12. cf^JflR, ^MSi <£ ERt £ EFT $ f^lfoT^E TRftEHt 4>T ^ 3PJTf|7R! f%HT vrffcIT %:~ 


"■3&9W-W, faffc? sm?, wrr - / 'VxM £ wrffen ame, wrtfZn &m $ 

f&7/? $ f$T’ iTHR) ZFf'gjt' * v zjcT'fcr firt’lfcfftdcf w wfcfctyfccT 3$ UITY ! 


PHT TTO 

fiRTE <5T ^TFT 

^471^ 

<R 

24. 


srfcr het hi dfFEi pit 

2863/-^ 

67.67 3PTMt ^TeR 


fctyrff:-- 'cTcRJ itUiT & /oTp \3VzfirT Wm <£ 30 fffcftTc? ~<£t ITd W&ST §pff /" 


13. sJRT SRHlf^T (^T^TcR) TT SRJe^ ^ $ f^\T <£[ . T ^ 

3Ppfr?T ^ f^TR vinm t ! fTT gTTT 30 H^R.98 ^ 3IT^TT ^ 

3TJFIR ET ^ PW79R 3R^T7 RR TTWT I fTlfeR, ^ft^r ^ 3Tf^5 cRJoT c|5Y ^1^ 

TT% ^ RFRT RR-TT ^FTT I 


TRI. TIPRI, 31^^ 
[ fWTH/3/4/3RTmFRT/143/2000 ] 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, the 29th May 2000 

No. TAMP/2/98-KPT.— In exercise of the powers conferred by Section 48 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), and in supersession of its earlier Notification No. TAMP/2/98-KPT 
dated 8 December, 1998, the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby refixes the hire charge of 
M L. Surajbari’, a Multipurpose Launch belonging to the Kandla Port Trust, as in the Order appended 
hereto. 


SCHEDULE 

Case No.TAMP/2/98-KPT 


The Kanclla Port Trust . . . Applicant 


ORDER 

( Passed on this 12 th day of May 2000 ) 


This case relates to a request from the Kandla Port Trust (KPT) about 
re-fixation of hire charge for M.L. Surajbari, a multipurpose launch at the Kandla Port 
Trust (KPT). 

2. This Authority had earlier passed an order on 30 November 98 fixing 
the hire charge of "M.L. Surajbari”, a Multipurpose Launch. As per the order, the 
rate of hire charge for M.L. Surajbari per hour or part thereof was fixed at Rs.2,800/- 
(US $ 66.18) with a rebate of 30% to coastal vessels. 

3. The KPT has now come up with a request for reconsideration of the 
said order and to fix the hire charge at Rs.4,700/- (US $ 223.72) per hour or part 
thereof. It has been stated that in their earlier proposal, the following points were not 
taken into account: 

(i) . The rate of return on capital employed has been taken as 10.50% 

instead of 12%. 

(ii) . As per the existing practice followed (by the KPT), the charges 

calculated are enhanced by 60% before allowing a rebate of 30% to 
coastal trade. While sending the earlier calculation, this factor of 60% 
was ignored. Moreover, the current conversion rate was considered 
instead of Rs.100 = US $ 4.76 (as on 30 June 91) as per Government 
Guidelines of 1991. 

(iii) . Because of the points made at (i) and (ii) above, the rate of M.L. 

Surajbari had worked out to much less than the rates of similar 
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capacity craft available at the port. This gives rise to an anomalous 
situation that higher capacity craft cost lesser than lower capacity craft. 

(iv). As per the practice in vogue, the port has recovered provisional rate of 
Rs.4700/- (US $ 223.72) per hour or part thereof for M.L. Surajbari and 
the bills have been adjusted and settled accordingly. Even the vessel 
agents might have so settled their accounts with their principals. 

4. Based on a preliminary scrutiny of the proposal, the KPT was 
requested to clarify the following points: 

(i) . Reasons for considering exchange rate prevailing on 30 June 91 as 

against Guidelines adopted in the Chennai Workshop (organised by 
the TAMP) held in February 98 wherein such conversion was to be 
done with reference to the current exchange rate. 

(ii) . Reasons for implementing the proposed hire charges of Rs.4,700/- per 

hour or part thereof without the approval of the Authority. 

5. In its reply, the port has made the following submissions: 

(i) . There is no specific Guideline as to which conversion rate is to be 

taken. 

(ii) . The port has recovered charges at the proposed level on provisional 

basis as it will not be possible to recover the same at a later stage. 
However, the final bills are yet to be prepared. In the event, approval 
of the TAMP to charge the rates provisionally was not taken. 

(iii) . Services of new equipment cannot be kept idle for want of approved 

rate. 


6. The proposal was circulated for comments to four parties, namely, (a) 
M/s. J.M. Baxi & Co.; (b) M/s. GAC Shipping; (c) M/s. Atlantic Shipping Pvt. Ltd.; 
and, (d) M/s. Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. Comments were received from all the 
parties except M/s. Indian Oil Corporation Ltd. 

7. The comments received from the users are summarised below: 

M/s. Atlantic Shipping Pvt. Ltd. 

The rate of Rs.4700/- per hour is not justified. We are getting other craft 
locally on round trip hire of Rs.13,000/- i.e. from ship to shore or shore to ship, 
as the case may be, depending upon requirement. We are also allowed free 
waiting time upto four hours. The Port also charges 50% non-insurance 
charge. 



(i). The exchange rate applied is Rs.21/- equal to US $ 1. The present 
exchange rate is more than double. According to this, the hire charges 
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will come to about Rs.10,000/- per hour, which is very high. Moreover, 
the port is also charging additional charges of 50% non-insurance 
charges, 

(ii) . The incidental and supervision charges are too high. They should not 

be more than 10% each. 

(iii) . Additional 60% charges before allowing a rebate of 30% to coastal 

trade is too high. 

(iv) . The rate of Rs.4700/- per hour is reasonable. But conversion to US 

Dollar rate should be based on current exchange rate. 

M/s. J.M. Baxi&Co. 


(i) . The base of calculation like capital cost depreciation, enhancement of 

charges by 60% may be judged by the TAMP considering the 
Government guidelines. 

(ii) . The Port must take the prevalent exchange rate. In addition to the 

notified tariff, 50% non-insurance charges are also payable for the tugs 
except pull back tugs. The basis of non-insurance charges is not clear. 

8. The KPT was requested to furnish break up of costs adopted in the 

calculation of the (proposed) hire charges along with clarifications/comments on the 
following points: 


(i) . Reasons for levying 50% of the hire charges towards non-insurance of 

the craft. 

(ii) . Basis for arriving at the percentages of incidental charges, supervision 

charges, freight and handling charges and, management and general 
administrative cost. 


(iii) . The reason for considering depreciation at present day cost 

(iv) . The justification for incorporating the effect on devaluation of rupee 

that had taken place in the years 1966 and 1991, while fixing for the 
first time now the tariff for M.L.Surajbari. 


9. In its reply, the KPT has offered clarifications as follows: 

(i) . KPT has not insured any of its craft. 50% non-insurance charges are 

being recovered separately to cover the various risks to which the craft 
is exposed while in operation. 

(ii) . The percentages for calculation of incidental charges and freight 

handling charges are based on the format approved by the 
Government, in which the Govt, has directed to charge the same at 
some percentages on repairs and renewals and cost of fuel, lubricants 
and consumables. Based on the actual expenditure in the KPT, the 


L-2ofr./ 





10 


THE GAZETTE OF INDIA . EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III—Sec. 4] 


same is considered at 15%, The average Management and General 
Administrative cost as a percentage of operating expenditure is around 
20%; and, accordingly, the same has been considered while fixing the 
hire charges, Tne percentage of establishment cost to the total cost of 
operation is around 37%; and, applying to principle of what traffic can 
bear and cost based tariff, it is the conscious decision of the Govt, to 
recover supervision charges. Accordingly, the KPT has considered it 
@ 20 %. 

(iii) . In KPT, assets are considered at replacement tost and additional 

depreciation of this replacement cost based on the difference in WPI is 
given effect in the accounts of KPT. As per the guidelines of the 
MPRC’s Report and also as mentioned by the TAMP in its guidelines, 
replacement cost should be considered for the calculation of tariffs. 
Accordingly, it is justifiable to consider depreciation on the present day 
cost of asset. 

(iv) . The main reason for incorporating the effect of devaluation of Rupee 

that had taken place in 1966 and 1991 is to neutralize the effect of 
devaluation twice of the rupee and to make the trade beneficial. To 
neutralize the 1966 devaluation, 60% is added to the charges which 
has Government’s approval; and these charges, after adding 60%, are 
reconverted into dollar rate as on 30 June 1991. Such conversion is 
being done based on the guidelines issued by the Govt, of India in 
1991. Since then, nG fresh guidelines for considering a rate other than 
the above has been received from the Govt. 

10. With reference to the totality of information collected during the 

processing of this case, the following points emerge for consideration: 

(i) . The Return on Capital Employed (ROCE) in the original proposal of the 

KPT was taken as 16.5% going by an interest figure of 10.5%, 
erroneously quoted by the KPT. The TAMP is allowing ROCE equal to 
the rate of interest on Govt, of India loans plus 6% (3% for Repayment, 
Replacement and Maintenance Fund plus 3% for Development, 
Rehabilitation and Modernisation Fund). The current rate of interest on 
Govt, of India loan is 13.5% and accordingly 19.5% ROCE is to be 
allowed. As the instant case relates to retrospective revision with effect 
from December 1998 and the port has now corrected its error and 
proposed 12% towards interest rates, ROCE of 18% (12% + 6%) is 
allowed. 

(ii) . The standard format giving the guidelines for calculation of hire 

charges stated to be issued by the Govt, of India, as referred by the 
KPT, is only with reference to fixing the hire charges of mechanical 
equipment. However, the KPT has chosen to follow the same format 
for fixing hire charges for floating craft also. The general format does 
not prescribe any specific percentages of different overhead costs. 
The KPT has stated that the percentages of overhead cost have been 
arrived at considering the actual direct expenditure and in-direct 
expenditure. The KPT has not made any change in the percentage 
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figures, which this Authority had originally considered while issuing its 
earlier Order. That being so, we adopt the same percentages of 
overhead expenditure in the instant case also. 

(iii) While fixing cost based tariff, we have been considering depreciation 
as well as the as capital cost only on historical value and not on 
replacement cost basis. This approach was recommended to be 
continued in our meeting with the FA&CAOs of the Port Trusts as the 
system was not yet fully designed to shift to calculation of depreciation 
on a ‘replacement cost’ basis. That being so, and in line with the 
general practice followed by the Authority for revision of tariff in other 
ports, in the instant case also we allow capital cost and depreciation 
based only on historical value. 

(iv) . The arguments of the KPT to incorporate the effects of devaluation of 

Rupee that had taken place in 1966 and 1991 are not tenable. It is the 
stated position of this Authority that, in cases of newly commissioned 
assets or services conversion of the tariff to dollar rate will be based on 
the prevailing Customs Rate. Accordingly, in the instant case also the 
hire charge is to be converted into US Dollar denomination applying the 
exchange rate that prevailed on the date of the original Order i.e., 30 
November 1998. It is to be noted that M.L. Surajbari is a new 
multipurpose launch for which the hire charge was fixed for the first 
time by the Authority’s Order on 30 November 1998. 

(v) . The KPT has revised the annual wage cost from Rs.7,77,601/- to 

Rs.8,85,051/-. No reason for the revised cost is given. Since this is a 
request of the KPT for a ‘review’ of this Authority’s Order dated 30 
November 98, consistently with the approach adopted by the Authority 
in such ‘review’ cases, only facts / data relevant as on 30 November 98 
are reckoned with; all information / data pertaining to subsequent 
periods are ignored as being irrelevant. Accordingly, only the wage 
cost given originally is considered. 

(vi) . The KPT has mentioned that 50% of the hire charges are being 

recovered as non-insurance charges to cover the various risks to which 
the craft is exposed while in operation. It is a normal practice that 
insurance cost is taken as a percentage of the value of asset and 
included in the total cost of the operation for fixing tariff. In other 
words, the insuiance cost should be included in the hire charge and not 
levied separately as a percentage of hire charge. The Kandla Port 
Trust (KPT1 has fixed non-insurance charges as a percentage of the 
hire charges without any reference to the cost of the asset. This 
practice prevalent in the KPT is not viewed with favour by this 
Authority. However, recognising that this system has been in vogue 
since long, this Authority requires the KPT to discontinue the practice 
at the time of their next general revision of tariffs at which time they can 
consider any other approach as may be found to be appropriate. 

(vii) . The KPT has pointed out an anomalous situation of a higher capacity 

craft costing lesser than a lower capacity craft. Prima facie, it appears 
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that the anomaly is due to the unacceptable practice adopted by the 
Port Trust to fix the hire charges in dollar terms with reference to the 
exchange rates prevailing on 30 June 1991. All the craft 
commissioned after 30 June 1991 should have the hire charges 
denominated in US Dollar with reference to the exchange rate 
prevailing on the date of approval of the tariff. To remove the anomaly, 
the KPT should review and revise the hire charges fixed for other 
floating craft with reference to the conversion system mentioned above. 

11. In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a 
collective application of mind, the Authority re-fixes the hire charge for M.L. Surajbari 
at Rs.2863/- per hour or part thereof with retrospective effect from 8 December 1998. 
Applying the conversion of 1 US $ = Rs.42.31 (as on the date of this Authority’s 
original Order i.e., 30 November 98), the hire charge in US $ will be US $ 67.67. A 
rebate of 30% on the rupee rate will be available to the coastal vessels. 

12. Accordingly, the following amendments in the KPT Scale of Rates are 
also approved: 

‘‘Substitute the following item under Chapter-Ill miscellaneous charges, 
Scale I ‘Schedule of charges for hire of Pod’s Floating Craft, floating dry 
dock’. 


S/N 

NAME OF CRAFT 

UNIT 

RATE 

24. 

M.L. SURAJBARI 

_ _ 

Per hour or part thereof 

Rs.2863 

US $ 67.67 


Note: A rebate of 30% of the above Rupee rate will be available to ‘Coastal’ 
vessels”. 

13. The anticipatory action taken by the KPT to recover tariff at the (higher) 

rates proposed by it is not approved. The KPT cannot unilaterally ignore the rate 
notified by this Authority vide its Order dated 30 November 98. The KPT is hereby 
required to refund the excess amounts collected. 


S. SATHYAM, Chairman 
[Advt./III/IV/Exty/143/2000] 
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